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No. 2006AP831-D
In the Matter of Disciplinary Proceedi ngs
Agai nst Mary K. Arthur, Attorney at Law
O fice of Lawer Regul ation, FI'LED
Conpl ai nant, NOV 17, 2006
V. Cornelia G Cark
Clerk of Supreme Court
Madi son, W

Mary K. Arthur,

Respondent .

The Court entered the follow ng order on this date:

Attorney Mary K Arthur has filed a petition for consensual
| icense revocation under SCR 22.19. On March 17, 2006, Attorney
Arthur’s license to practice law in this state was sumarily
suspended due to her crimnal convictions in federal district
court for conspiracy to commt bankruptcy fraud and conspiracy
to commt noney | aunderi ng.

The O fice of Lawer Regulation (OLR) filed a conplaint and
an anmended conpl aint against Attorney Mary K. Arthur seeking the

revocation of her license to practice law in Wsconsin. No
referee has been appointed in this matter and, w thout objection
by Attorney Arthur, her petition for consensual i cense

revocation has been submitted directly to this court for its
consi derati on.
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According to the OR s conplaint and the materials
submtted in support of Attorney Arthur’s petition for
consensual license revocation, followwng a bench trial in the
United States District Court for the Eastern D strict of
W sconsin, Attorney Arthur was found guilty on Novenber 7, 2005,
of nine counts of conspiracy to commt bankruptcy fraud and
conspiracy to conmmt noney | aundering. In brief, the federal
district court’s witten decision found that Attorney Mary
Arthur had conspired to conceal her husband’s (Ronald A Arthur)
individual and marital interests in real property, autonobiles,
i nvestnments, accounts receivable, and ongoing consulting work
from the federal bankruptcy trustee in order for Ronald Arthur
to obtain a total discharge of all debts in his bankruptcy
proceedi ngs, contrary to 18 US.C § 371, 18 US. C 8§82 &
152(5), and 18 U.S.C 88 1956( h), 1956(a) (1) (A (i) and
1956(a)(2)(B)(i). As of the date of this order, Attorney Arthur
has not yet been sentenced for these offenses.

Pursuant to SCR 22.19(4), the director of the OLR has
submtted a response supporting the petition for consensual
|icense revocation. The OLR has also submtted a summary of the
m sconduct allegations that it is investigating and pursuing
agai nst Attorney Arthur. The OLR s summary, which is attached
as an appendix to Attorney Arthur’s petition, states that
Attorney Arthur’s crimnal convictions constitute a violation of
SCR 20:8.4(b), which states that it is professional m sconduct
for a lawer to “conmmt a crimnal act that reflects adversely
on the |awyer’s honesty, trustworthiness or fitness as a |awer
in other respects.”

At t or ney Arthur’s petition for consensual I'icense
revocation states that she cannot successfully defend against
the allegations of professional m sconduct that are set forth in

the OLR's sunmmary and its anended conplaint. Attorney Arthur
further states that she is filing the petition for consensua
license revocation freely, voluntarily and know ngly. At t or ney
Art hur al so acknow edges that she is giving up various rights by
filing the petition for consensual |icense revocation, including
the right to a public hearing and to contest each allegation of
m sconduct alleged by the OLR Finally, Attorney Arthur

acknow edges that she has been given the opportunity to consult
wi th counsel concerning this matter, but has declined to do so.

Upon <consideration of this mtter, the court accepts
Attorney Arthur’s adm ssion that she cannot successfully defend
against the allegations of professional msconduct set forth in
the OLR' s summary and its conpl ai nt.
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IT IS ORDERED that the petition for consensual |icense
revocation is granted.

I T IS FURTHER ORDERED that the |icense of Mary K. Arthur to
practice law in Wsconsin is revoked effective the date of this

or der.

| T I'S FURTHER ORDERED that Mary K. Arthur shall conply with
the requirenents of SCR 22.26 relating to activities follow ng
revocati on.

Roggensack, J., did not participate.
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